In Vulgar Latin, the nominative and the accusative are used as neutral forms of nouns to replace the oblique cases, whose meaning and functions they can duly acquire. In this paper, I analyse the examples of such uses in the epigraphic corpus of early and late Lusitania, with special attention to the development of the Ibero-Romance system.
Introduction
In Vulgar Latin, the nominative and the accusative alternate as neutral forms, 1 replacing other cases that would be required from the logical structure of the syntactical expression at hand. Such situations can produce a loss of agreement between two or more terms of a sentence and anomalies in the government of cases. 2 As an unmarked case, the nominative is semantically void and syntactically independent from the rest of the sentence. 3 Thus, it is able practically to replace any other case of the system without altering the meaning of the sentence. 4 Similarly, the accusative can acquire a different meaning according to the context, for it does not contain any semantic value neither. 5 However, unlike the nominative, the accusative bears a morphological mark indicating its syntactic dependence with another element of the sentence or clause (generally, a transitive verb). It is for this reason that hanging accusatives entail a problem of syntactic harmony (anacoluthon). 6 Several reasons can explain syntactic mistakes in inscriptions, including contamination among different formulas, 7 the writer's insufficient level of literacy or his lack of a strong command of Latin, in particular in the case of the inflection of foreign names. 8 Adams speaks of 'unconstrued nominatives':
9 'the writers, as imperfect learners of Latin, were constantly lapsing into the "unflected" base-form of nouns, presumably the form which they had learnt first'. 10 Certain asyntactic uses of the nominative are attested even in literature, 11 but some of them are a clear imitation of the substandard language.
12
Extralinguistic factors, such as the writer's loss of concentration, material difficulties in engraving an inscription, etc., 13 can be evoked to explain such errors as well.
12 E.g. the so-called nominatiuus pendens (or 'emphatic nominative', also labelled as 'focal nominative heading' by Adams 2013: p. 215), a hanging nominative placed at the beginning of a sentence and generally picked up by an anaphoric pronoun. On this, see Hofmann & Szantyr (1965: p. 29) , Bassols de Climent (1992 10 : p. 25), Suárez Martínez (1994a: pp. 116 and 121) and Id. (1999: p. 782) , with examples. This type of nominative is also attested in the tabellae defixiones, see Urbanová (f.c.) . A similar construction is the so-called 'thematic nominative' ('thematischer Nominativ'), on which see Hofmann & Szantyr (1965: pp. 28-29) .
ČLÁNKY / ARTICLES
Sometimes, syntactic anomalies are hardly discernible from the morpho-phonological processes that occur in Vulgar Latin.
For these reasons, it seems necessary to evaluate each case individually. 14 In the present paper, I will discuss relevant examples of nominative and accusative forms used in clear disregard of the syntax as found in the epigraphic corpus of Lusitania.
15

Nominative
Mistakes in Agreement
The most common situation reflecting a loss of agreement is the interchange between nominative and dative forms. 16 Funerary, votive, and honorific dedications seem to be particularly sensitive to dative ~ nominative merges, because both constructions, with either the nominative or the dative, were traditionally accepted in epigraphy.
17
A contamination of these formulas might be explainable owing to the distance between the personal name and the term of endearment in the inscription IRCPacen 52
is) [M(anibus)] s(acrum) / P[R]O[T]YPVS / ux(it) (!) anis (!) [LX?] / mens(ibus) VII d(iebus) V/III h(ic) s(itus) e(st) s(it) t(ibi) t(erra) l(euis) / MERENTIS/SIM/O;
however, it is also possible that a term such as patri is missing at the end. 18 In the inscription CivIgaed 172 (= LLDB-32226), the abnormal genitive /dative form of the term delicatae might be the result of a morphological attraction of the genitive ending in -ae placed just before it: QVINTILLA an(norum) III / M(arci) 16 See e.g. Poukens (1912: pp. 36-37) , Galdi (2004: pp. 384-392) and Beu-Dachin (2014: p. 188 ).
17 The nominative construction is supposed to be the original one in dedications, while the dative might be a later development. See Batlle Huguet (1963: p. 67 ).
18 Some scholars have claimed the existence of a unique case ending -o for the nominative and accusative singular of the second declension, derived from the fluctuation of final -m / -s and from the vocalic merge o ~ u. However, this is a very thorny issue that would deserve specific treatment. On this subject, see Gaeng (1977 : pp. 76-77 and 99-101), Id. (1984 : pp. 38-39), and Id. (1990 ; with specific reference to Hispanic inscriptions, see Carnoy (1906 2 : pp. 186-199) and Gaeng (1977: p. 60) .
19 See Adamik (2017) .
As for the unexpected shifts from the dative into the nominative, an occasional 'distention' of the syntactical structure of the phrase, because of stylistic or sociolinguistic reasons, is generally admitted. 20 Indeed, the use of the nominative as a 'neutral case' is particularly frequent in compound phrases combining personal names with attributes or appositions. 21 It is common that personal names that appear first are correctly inflected, while appositions are left in the nominative, such as in IRCPacen 186a (= LLDB-17383): Fl[a(uio) [n(ato) ]. As Adams observes, 'it might be suggested that in compound phrases, (…) writers did not feel the need to inflect all the elements'.
23
Indeed the syntactic information is provided only once in the syntagma throughout the mark of the dative, and then it is only implied. 24 This phenomenon seems to reflect a concern about 'linguistic economy', whereby the speaker (or writer) leaves out part of the syntactic information without weakening the meaning of the message.
Names often acquire a special status in the language, and this can be a reason for their asyntactic use in the nominative, which was felt to be the 'proper' form of the name.
25
Sometimes the case confusion occurs within a series of proper names, and we can assume that the elements preserved in the nominative represent the names by which the individuals were commonly known, such as in IRCPacen 597 (= LLDB-17579):
an(norum) VI h(ic) s(ita) e(st) dicroco (!) / frater lens (!) s(it) t(ibi) t(erra) l(euis).
This phenomenon is attested in the lists of names of the emperors as well, such as in HEp 7, 1273 (= LLDB-59338): [I]mp(erator) Ca(esar) / diui f(ilius) / Parthic(i) / Nerua (!) ne(pos) / TRAIANVS / HADRIANO / Aug(ustus) / pot(ifex) (!) max(imus) / tribunici(a potestate) V / co(n)s(ul) III refecit / m(ilia passuum) XVIII.
20 Moralejo (1986: p. 308 Another interesting example is CILCaceres I, 34 (= LLDB-30983): um ---] . In this case, the nominative/vocative (or even ablative) form domina might correspond to the common epithet by which people invoked the goddess Ataecina, whose cult was widespread in the province of Cáceres. Indeed, according to Adams, 'names (…) 
Nominatiuus pro datiuo
Beside the examples discussed above, other abnormal uses of the nominative in place of the dative are attested in Lusitania, in contrast with regular government of cases.
The inscription IRCPacen 430 (= LLDB-16400) bears the following text: D(is) M(anibus) s(a)c(rum) / Maria
Euprepi/a QVAI Fate (!) / concesseru/nt uiuere a/nis (!) / XXXXV…, where the relative pronoun QVAI-archaising form of the nominative singular quae-is substituted in for the dative cui, probably with the aim of simplifying the syntactic structure of the phrase.
28
In some votive texts, the reason for the anomaly seems to lie in the special character of the names, especially when used for divinities or quasi-divinities, such as in Conimbri vocative (or even ablative) form BELLONA appears instead of Bellonae, which would be required stricto sensu. It is possible that the nominative is also substituted in for the regular dative case in the already quoted inscription CILCaceres II, 688 (= LLDB-15484), where MEMORIA might stand for memoriae -a typical dative-form funerary formula 29 -or, alternatively, for memoriam -which would be an accusative depending on faciendam curauit.
30 Nevertheless, it is also possible that, in this case, the nominative memoria absolved the function of referring to object on which the inscription was made. 31 
Nominatiuus pro accusatiuo
It is very common that nominative forms ending in -a replace the accusative singular of nouns from the first declension. A typical example in votive texts is ARA for aram depending on a verb such as posuit, fecit, and others (e.g. CIL II, 677 = LLDB-15483). The same phenomenon is widely reported in other territories of the Roman Empire, and seems to spread from the conjuncture of specific morpho-phonological phenomena which are common in Vulgar Latin, such as the dropping of final -m, the mark of the accusative singular, and consequently the homonymity between the nominative (and vocative) singular ending -ă and the ablative singular ending -ā, due to the collapse over time of the vocalic quantity.
32
Consequently, the extended misspelling -A for -am seems to represent 'merely a vulgarism of writing', 33 while, from the point of view of morpho-syntactic change, it is insecure evidence.
34
In this regard, the extreme rarity of similar instances in the masculine, at least in Lusitania, seems to be significant. On the inscription ERBeira 206 (= LLDB-36789), which is dated to the first half of the 1 st century A.D., we read:
, where we would expect to find cippum as the direct object of the verbs donauit and fecit. It is possible that the term cippus, as referring to an inanimate object, was treated as a neuter substantive on the analogy with some other words of the second declension, such as uirus or uulgus.
Sometimes the nominative appears instead of the accusative in the so-called 'nomenconstruction', 35 such as in CIPTP 111 (= LLDB-29960), where we find: VENANTIA NO-MEN (...) GESI (!). The origin of such contaminations seems to be the so-called 'metalinguistic nominative', i.e. where the nominative is used to express a name, which is also attested in literature. 36 Martin (1909: p. 14) .
exclude the possibility of the loss of the accusative's final -m, or even that vocatives/ablatives, not nominatives, have replaced the regular accusative forms.
Nominatiuus pro uocatiuo
It is not surprising that the nominative, as a neutral case, alternates with the vocative, which is completely asyntactical. Some examples of this phenomenon are attested even in literature. 37 In Lusitania, there is an interesting text dated to the age of Trajan, Conimbri 357b (= LLDB-28858), which was traced on the wet clay of a shingle: DVATIVS / tacim (!) / fiuliu (!) fe/la (!) te for Duatī taceam filius fellat te. 
Nominatiuus pro ablatiuo
Particularly in Late Latin, the nominative -as well as the accusative -can replace the ablative in absolute constructions. One example of this phenomenon appears in the inscription ERAEmerita 82 (= LLDB-32297), an official text dated to the years 337-340
A.D.: …adque ita insistente u(iro) p(erfectissimo) Iulio Saturnino p(raeside) p(rouinciae) L(usitaniae) ITA CONPETENTER / RESTITVTA EIVS FACIES spendidissimae coloniae Emeriten/ sium quam maximam tribuit uoluptatem.
Besides absolute constructions, the nominative appears instead of the ablative in name-expressions such as in CICMerida 20 (= LLDB-32788):
felix, where we would expect to read mulier… cognomine Aurelia Licinia Florida. The influence of the metalinguistic nominative seems to be probable.
Praepositio cum nominatiuo pro praepositione cum accusatiuo / ablatiuo
The nominative can occur after a preposition and replace the regular accusative or ablative, depending on the meagreness of linguistic resources or on an occasional lapsus.
In Lusitania, the inscription FE 331 (= LLDB-40256) bears the text: Boutia[e] / Tangini f(iliae) / PROPTER / PALARVS QVADRATVS et [---] / ------, preserving a unique epigraphic expression -
propter Palarum Quadratum -that might have the same meaning as would the standard pro salute Palari Quadrati. 39 It seems reasonable to argue that this is an example of an 'unconstrued nominative' or that the special character of the personal name has played a role in preserving it in the nominative. It is also of note that the inscription bearing the misspelling seems indeed to be a votive one, addressing some deity (the inscription is broken) in order to propitiate the health of the man mentioned in the formula. On the other hand, the text IRCPacen 2 (= LLDB-17156) possibly records an hybrid spelling, combining a regular ablative with a nominative /genitive form: …M(arcus) Acilius [Bal] 
/bus lib(ertus) [---] / [---P]RO SALVTE [ET RE/D]ITVS AEOR[VM] (!) / [a(nimo) l(ibens)] / u(otum) [s(oluit)].
If this reading is correct, it should be observed that the form reditu, regularly inflected, would have allowed the engraver to spare a letter (the letter S), conforming to stonemasons' common practice to use abbreviations and ligatures in order to save space on the stone. In contrast, the inflected form salute provides the semantic value of the complement (i.e. ablative), while reditus provokes a loss of agreement. Nonetheless, it remains an uncertain example because of the textual gap. 
Accusative
Loss of Agreement
A typical loss of agreement regarding the accusative occurs in expressions such as uixit annis… menses… dies…, where the indication of the subject's age is composed of an ablative varying into accusative, the inverse case being less frequent. 41 Explanations of a different nature, mainly phonetic and morphological, have been offered for this phenomenon, 42 while Suárez Martínez (1994b) pointed out that syntactic reasons -such as those presented above -may lie beneath it. 42 It is generally claimed that the sequence -is ~ -es ~ -es is more euphonious than -is ~ -ibus ~ -ebus, and that the ablative ending -bus was not popular. See Suárez Martínez (1994b: p. 57).
43 Suárez Martínez (1994b: p. 60).
IRCPacen 16 (= LLDB-41491): VIXIT ANNIS LII MENS(E) I DIES V; 83 (= LLDB-16371): VIX[IT] AN[N]IS [---] DIES [X]VIII; 346 (= LLDB-30103): VISSIT (!) ANNIS XIII DIES XV and FE 94 (= LLDB-70194): VIXIT II ANO (!) VNO MENSE.
sons of euphony cannot be claimed to explain the anomaly, whereas the conjunction of morpho-syntactical facts might be considered: VIXSIT ( (HEpOL-32544 = LLDB-60349) . 45 Yet this example is more uncertain, since the stone is broken and, apart from a missing -m (fratrem), we could also think about a missing -s (fratres). It might be even a case of transmutatio litterarum, i.e. a technical mistake (FRATRE for frater).
: [------] / h(ic) s(itus) est an(norum) / XXIIII / mater et FRATRE (posuerunt)
Accusatiuus pro datiuo
In our corpus, the accusative seems to replace the dative in the inscription FE 158 (= LLDB-39227):
where we would expect to read deo posuit. However, this example is uncertain, for the correct reading might be super (or supra) deum posuit. 46 In this case, we can imagine that a statue of the god stood above the altar -which is unfortunately broken -or that the altar itself was put above the spring mentioned in the text. This phenomenon is accompanied by a sharp increase of prepositional clauses replacing simple cases (0% > 13%), 53 as well as a total decrease of the opposite phenomenon (8% > 0%). According to the graphics, the nominative tends to be used as the base-form of names especially in early times (17% > 13%), while in late Lusitania this function is taken on by the accusative (13 % vs 38%). accompanied by the morphological merging between -os and -i in the masculine plural, which, according to Herman, represents a reaction to the widespread use of feminine forms ending in -as. 59 Herman goes on to state that 'the nominal paradigm does not distinguish the nominative from the accusative, nor from the other oblique cases, anymore'. 60 In contrast, according to Adams, 'there is no reason to think that the -os forms would have been regarded as alternative nominative forms' in the Visigoth Slates, where many list constructions are attested, 'because lists (…) traditionally show variations between nominative and accusative'. 61 He suggests that the standardization of accusative forms is a very late phenomenon (possibly only medieval), but admits that in earlier times 'the accusative was sometimes entering the territory of the nominative and other cases ad hoc, in different constructions and with different determinants'. 62 Consequently, the overview provided by our data seems to reflect an initial trend towards the future development of a one-case system, which is typical of the Ibero-Romance languages, where the nominative and the accusative merged, the latter of which overlapping not only the former but also all other cases. 63 
Conclusions
Several abnormal uses of the nominative as well as the accusative case are attested in the epigraphic corpus of Lusitania, both in early and in later times. Besides common errors which cause a loss of agreement between mixed inflected and uninflected forms -the dialectological value of which might be questioned -, 64 anomalies in the case government suggest that there was a trend to deploy the nominative and the accusative as neutral forms in substitution for other semantic values. Over the centuries, the encroaching of the accusative on the other cases, including the nominative, became progressively widespread, until the creation of a mono-casual nominal system, which in due course appeared in the later Ibero-Romance languages.
